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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1 , 3-16, and 20 have been elected with traverse and have been 
examined. Claims 17, 19, and 21-35 are not elected. 



2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 22 
December 2003 has been entered. 



3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "...a data table stored on a user's computing 
device,.." However, in view of claim 8, it appears that the data table is displayed on the 
user's computing device, however, this is not claimed. In order to expedite prosecution, 
the Examiner will assume that this is the case. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 



Claim Interpretation 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at Issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 1 , 5, and 7-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "HTML 4.0 Specification" ("HTML") in view of US Patent 6 094 649 A to Bowen et 
al. 

Regarding claim 1 , "HTML" discloses a system for accessing and retrieving 
information on the Internet comprising: 

a data table ("HTML table") stored on a user's computing device ("user agent") 
comprising: 

a plurality of columns (Chapter 1 1 , section 1 1 .2.4 "Column groups: the 
COLGROUP and COL elements"), each of said columns having a heading ("header"; 
Chapter 11, section 11.1 "Introduction to Tables", paragraph beginning "Table cells may 
contain either header..." and section 11.2.6 "Table cells: The TH and TD elements"); 
and 

at least one row (Chapter 1 1 , section 1 1 .2.3 "Row Groups: the THEAD, TFOOT, 
and TBODY elements") having a plurality of cells corresponding to said plurality of 
columns, said row for storing information defined by said plurality of column headings 
(Chapter 1 1 , section 1 1 .1 "Introduction to Tables", paragraph beginning "Table cells 



Application/Control Number: 09/585, 1 51 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2143 

may contain either header..." and section 1 1.2.6 "Table cells: The TH and TD 
elements"); 

wherein each of said plurality of cells can be activated to perform at least one 
action related to said stored information within said cell. (Chapter 1 1 , section 1 1 .2.1 
"The TABLE element", "onclick"; Chapter 18, section 18.2.3 "Intrinsic events", "onclick") 

"HTML" does not disclose a key phrase field for defining a desired search and a 
search unit for accessing information on the Internet that matches the information in 
said key phrase field and for storing said accessed information in said columns if the 
accessed information further corresponds to said column headings, however, "HTML" 
does disclose wherein the column headings of a data table are used to correspond to 
cells (Chapter 11, section 1 1.4.2 "Categorizing cells") 

Bowen discloses a key phrase field for defining a desired search and a search 
unit for accessing information on the Internet that matches the information in said key 
phrase field and for storing said accessed information in said columns if the accessed 
information further corresponds to said column headings (column 1, lines 22-46; column 
2, lines 30-36; column 2, line 59-column 3, line 20; column 6, line 64-column 7, line 3) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the system as described in "HTML" with the system as 
described in Bowen. 

Bowen discloses that the system allows a user to access information on the 
Internet that matches information stored on the Internet using phrases or "keywords" 
(column 2, lines 19-22; column 3, lines 16-20) 
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Based on the specific advantages described above in Bowen and wherein a 
nexus exists such that the references are both directed towards generating HTML 
documents containing data obtained from a web site in a format to be displayed to the 
user, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to combine the 
teachings of these references because one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
appreciated the specific advantages of the secondary reference and would have been 
directed to the references due to the nexus connecting the references. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to achieve the limitations as described in 
the claim. 

Regarding claim 5, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1. 

"HTML" discloses whereby said stored information includes an e-mail address, 
and said at least one action comprises sending an e-mail to said e-mail address. 
(Chapter 2, section 2.1.1 "Introduction to URIs", "mailto") 

Regarding claim 7, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1. 

"HTML" discloses the system further including a cursor and an activity menu 
having a plurality of activity buttons (Chapter 17, section 17.2.1 "Control types", "menus" 
and "buttons"); whereby each of said activity buttons defines an action related to said 
stored information within a cell. (Chapter 17, section 17.2.1 "Control types", "push 
buttons") 

Regarding claim 8, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 7. 
"HTML" discloses whereby said cursor highlights a cell (Chapter 1 1 , section 
1 1.2.6 "Table cells: The TH and TD elements", "onfocus"; Chapter 18, section 18.2.3 
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"Intrinsic events", "onfocus") and at least one of said plurality of action buttons change 
to reflect said stored information. (Chapter 17, section 17.5 "The BUTTON element", 
"onfocus"; Chapter 18, section 18.2.3 "Intrinsic events", "onfocus") 

Regarding claim 9, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1 . 

"HTML" discloses whereby each row includes a row heading. (Chapter 1 1 , 
section 11.1 "Introduction to Tables", paragraph beginning "Table cells may contain 
either header..." and section 1 1 .2.6 "Table cells: The TH and TD elements") 

Regarding claim 10, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 9. 

"HTML" discloses whereby said row headings and said column headings are 
interchangeable. (Chapter 11, section 11.1 "Introduction to Tables", paragraph 
beginning "Table cells may contain either header..." and section 1 1.2.6 "Table cells: 
The TH and TD elements") 

Regarding claim 1 1 , "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1 . 

"HTML" does not expressly disclose further including a centralized database for 
storing information, whereby said system accesses and retrieves information within said 
database, however, Bowen does disclose this limitations (column 2, lines 30-36) 

Claim 1 1 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 1 
also apply to claim 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 12, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1 1 . 

"HTML" does not disclose the system further including a website, for maintaining 
said centralized database, however, "HTML" does disclose the use of a web site or 
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"machine hosting the resource" to store information (Chapter 2, section 2.2.1 
"Introduction to URIs") 

Bowen discloses the above limitations (column 2, lines 30-36). 

Claim 12 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of clainri 1 
also apply to claim 12. 

Regarding claim 13, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 12. 

"HTML" does not disclose the system further including a plurality of databases, 
said plurality of databases being linked to said centralized database, whereby said 
system accesses and retrieves information within said plurality of databases, however, 
Bowen does disclose these limitations (column 6, line 64-column 7, line 3) 

Claim 13 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 1 
also apply to claim 13. 

Regarding claim 14, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 13. 

"HTML" does not disclose the system further including an input unit, for inputting 
information into said centralized database, however, Bowen does disclose these 
limitations (column 1, lines 22-30) 

Claim 14 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 1 
also apply to claim 14. 

Regarding claim 15, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 14. 

"HTML" does not disclose the system further including a verification unit, for 
verifying said input information, however, Bowen does disclose these limitations 
(column 1, lines 22-30) 
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Claim 15 is rejected since the motivations regarding tlie obviousness of claim 1 
also apply to claim 15. 

Regarding claim 16, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 15. 

"HTML" does not disclose the system whereby said verification unit further 
includes tagging means, for tagging all input information with the date of entry, time of 
entry and origin of said input information, however, Bowen does disclose these 
limitations (column 1 , lines 22-30) 

Claim 16 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 1 
also apply to claim 16. 

7. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
"HTML" and Bowen et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
"Hyperactions in a Markup Language" ("Hyperactions"). 

Regarding claim 3, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1. The 
motivation to combine these references is shown above regarding claim 1 . 

"HTML" and Bowen do not expressly disclose whereby said stored information 
includes a phone number, and said at least one action comprises connecting the 
system with said phone number, however, "Hyperactions" does disclose these 
limitations (paragraph beginning "Disclosed is a means of controlling...", lines 1-8) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the system as described in "HTML" and Bowen with the 
system as described in "Hyperactions". 
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"Hyperactions" discloses that the system allows the user to operate hardware 
using HTML (paragraph beginning "Disclosed is a means of controlling...", lines 4-8) 

Based on the specific advantages described above in "Hyperactions" and 
wherein a nexus exists such that "HTML", Bowen, and "Hyperactions" are directed 
towards using HTML documents and their associated elements to operate the system, 
one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to combine the teachings of 
these references because one of ordinary skill in the art would have appreciated the 
specific advantages of "Hyperactions" and would have been directed to the reference 
due to the nexus connecting the references. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to achieve the limitations as described in 
the claim. 

Regarding claim 4, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 1 . The 
motivation to combine these references is shown above regarding claim 1 . 

"HTML" and Bowen do not expressly disclose whereby said stored information 
includes a facsimile number, and said at least one action comprises sending a facsimile 
to said facsimile number, however, "Hyperactions" does disclose these limitations 
(paragraph beginning "Disclosed is a means of controlling...", lines 1-8) 

Claim 4 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 3 
also apply to claim 4. 

8. Claims 6 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
"HTML" and Bowen as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of US Patent 5 826 
034 A to Albal. 
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Regarding claim 6, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 5. The 
motivations to combine the teachings of "HTML" and Bowen are shown above regarding 
claim 1. 

"HTML" and Bowen do not disclose whereby said at least one action further 
comprises sending a facsimile to said e-mail address, however, Albal does disclose 
these limitations (column 2, lines 37-59; column 9, lines 8-28, specifically lines 21-25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the system as described in "HTML" and Bowen with the 
system as described in Albal. 

Albal discloses that the invention is able to enable a user to send any type of 
communication by any other type of communication through the use of converting the 
sent communication into the format of the communication to be received through the 
Internet (column 2, lines 43-57) 

Based on the specific advantages described above in Albal and wherein a nexus 
exists such that the references are both directed towards sending data via a network 
such as the Internet, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
combine the teachings of these references because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have appreciated the specific advantages of the secondary reference and would have 
been directed to the references due to the nexus connecting the references. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to achieve the limitations as described in 
the claim. 
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Regarding claim 20, "HTML" and Bowen disclose the system of claim 5. The 
motivations to combine the teachings of "HTML" and Bowen are shown above regarding 
claim 1. 

"HTML" and Bowen do not disclose wherein said at least one action further 
includes providing a voice connection to said e-mail address, however, Albal does 
disclose these limitations (column 2, lines 37-59; column 9, lines 8-28, specifically lines 
21-25). 

Claim 20 is rejected since the motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 6 
also apply to claim 20. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent 5 202 828 A to Vertelney et al; 

US Patent 5 752 253 A to Geymond et al; 

US Patent 5 877 746 A to Parks et al; 

US Patent 5 835 089 A to Skarbo et al; 

US Patent 5 918 225 A to White et al; 

US Patent 5 923 736 A to Shachar; 

US Patent 6 131 096 A to Ng et al; 

US Patent 6 374 259 B1 to Celik; 

US Patent 6 701 485 B1 to Igra et al. 
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Any inquiry concerning this connmunication or earlier connmunications from tine 
examiner should be directed to George C Neurauter, Jr. whose telephone number is 
703-305-4565. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Saturday 5:30am- 
10pm Eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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